CONDITIONS OF EFFECTIVE DEFENCE
in any form is an evil and immoral idea; that its
advocacy reveals a weakening of moral fibre; that
intense nationalism, belief in one's country "right or
wrong/ is the first and last political virtue and that,
though we may want peace, belief in the possibility
of its permanence is nationalist heresy, proof of a
degenerate tendency, high treason to the state. Why
should we suppose such a doctrine (vividly expressed
the other day by General Ludendorf, who declared
that 'for a people to limit its armaments is an offence
against the most sacred and divine laws5) is not a
living reality among ruling Germans when one may
hear it daily expounded on the dinner tables of Chel-
tenham or in the columns of fashionable London
dailies? We may safely assume not merely that
Hitler and his colleagues are completely sincere, but
that their conviction on these points has passionate
and religious intensity.
What we have to consider, then, is not the good-
ness or badness of German 'intentions', or whether
Germany is to be 'trusted', but the workability of that
particular doctrine in the maintenance of European
peace. The question is not whether Germany wants
peace but whether she can be brought to see that
Ludendorfism is incompatible with it. It is a
question of understanding, not intention. Inci-
dentally if it were possible to base peace upon the
old assumptions, there would be no sense in turn-
ing to a new, difficult and unfamiliar method.
The international organisation of defence is being
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